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13:  Additional explanation has been added to Section 3.3.and Section 3.4 with respect to the interpretation of the figures in these sections and the meaning of the analysis results.  

27:  The intent of the analysis presented in Section 3.3.4.5 was not to evaluate the maximum or variation in seasonal flows to the delta but rather to evaluate and acquire an understanding of the potential effect of the surplus criteria under the modeled surplus alternatives relative to the modeled baseline conditions.  Reclamation is of the opinion that the analysis presented in Section 3.3.4.5 accomplishes this.


28:  The RiverWare model is a monthly time step model and as such is limited to evaluation of Colorado River operation conditions on an aggregated monthly basis.  Reclamation will take this suggestion into consideration when making future improvements to the RiverWare model.



14:  Reclamation agrees that we can not absolutely predict when surplus flows will be available in coming years. Inflow into the Colorado River and carryover storage from year to year are the variables in the system with the greatest impact on the system. However, Reclamation believes that the DEIS was accurate regarding predictability and that given certain hydrologic assumptions users will be able to predict with greater certainty the existence of surplus and expected amounts of surplus available, doing away with the dynamic factors currently used in the AOP.
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15:  See response to Comment 11-9. Whether or not California actually reduces to 4.4 maf does not eliminate the need for objective criteria that are subject to periodic reviews.  Reclamation believes the preferred alternative meets the purpose and need and also will assist California in moving towards using 4.4 maf during the term of the interim surplus criteria.












16: Section 3.16.5.3 has been added to the FEIS to provide additional information on the general potential impacts that the implementation of the interim surplus criteria may have on the frequency of excess flows to Mexico as well as the potential resultant impacts to groundwater recharge and salinity south of the international border.  Section 3.16.6 has been expanded to include additional information about potential impacts of the proposed interim surplus criteria on special status species and their habitat which may occur in both United States and Mexico.  The Executive Order on Environmental Effects Abroad, as discussed by 3.16.2, focuses on impacts to natural resources, and specifically excludes consideration of socioeconomic impacts.      


17:  The descriptions of designated critical habitat have been corrected for the bonytail and humpback chub.


18:  Section 3.9.4 has been revised to include the beneficial effects of lower pool elevations for whitewater boating in the Colorado River at the headwaters of Lake Powell.
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19:  The preferred alternative in this FEIS has been derived from the Seven States proposal.  Reclamation did not structure the preferred alternative precisely as described in that draft proposal, but made some changes for consistency with  the purpose and need of the proposed action, Reclamation policy and operational procedures.
















20:  Reclamation does not concur with the opinion expressed in this comment.  The analysis of effects of the alternatives on reservoir levels and river flows, and the potential effects on  resources, provide a meaningful disclosure of effects for public consideration and permit a reasoned choice by the decision maker.  This FEIS contains various refinements and additional detail from public comment, modeling, and coordination with interested parties and agencies.




